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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 
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Advisory Action 

..The MAILING DATE of this commumcaUo n appiars on the cover sheet wiw we corr^spondonce aaar^ss - 

Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 

PFRinn FOR REPLY [checl< either a) or b)] 

706.07(f). u, • »HMnH«,l7CFR1136fa) The date on which me petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension fee 

Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR1 .1 36(a). I f*® ""JT ' --^esoondina amount of the fee. The appropriate extension fee under 
have been filed is the dae for purples of determmrngm^^^^ 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

1 n A Notice Of ADoeai was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

° 37 CFR 11^^^^^^^^ CFR 1.191(d)). to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2.n The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); , . 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better fom, for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 
issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 
NOTE: . 

3 □ Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4.D Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 
5 12 The a)n affidavit, b)^ exhibit, or cM request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: .Sf>» Continuation Sheet . 
6.n The affidavit or exhibit v^ll NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 
7 □ For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)^ will not be entered or h)D will be entered and an 
expiSiS of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim (s) allowed: 

Claim(s) objected to: 

Claim(s) rejected: 58-63 . 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

8. n The drawing correction filed on isa)^ approved or b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. n Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449J Pgp^r No(s). 

10. D aher: . „„ „. . 
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Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: 

Reoardina claims 58 and 60. applicant argues that the combination of Sakagami. Saito. and Redford fail to disclose recording on a 
detach2re?S>rd?r^g medium a f^le including generated image data or voice data using a determined file name obtained by retnev.ng 
fnformaCn Sd^n me^ rl^rding medium However, since the claims are so broad, the examiner ,s interpreting the 

maae da°a bSS out of the memory card as the "information pre-recorded in the detachable recording medmrn" By reading out th 
Smat^n STn the memory card, the system knows the filenames of the images stored there. When used in conjuction with 
sSo ^e ofordna^ skillTnT^^^^ at the time the invention was made would have found it obvious to name a file to be stored on a 
mem^^ ca°d dL^^^^ from the files already stored on the memory card in order to avoid memory loss due to naming conflicts. See 
abstract of Saito. Therefore, the rejection from the previous office action will be upheld. 
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